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I am writing to sayth.ii I believe the "V-Chip" rating system put forward by the mo~n pi~,
television and cable businesses gives parents only the vaguest idea ofthe content ofa given""""
television episode.
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April 1, 1997

Office ofthe Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919M StreetNW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55
COMMENT ON INDUSTRY PROPOSAL FOR RATING VIDEO
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That problem is compounded by the fact that each network's producers rate their own programs,
so similar programs g~ very different tags. For example, the episode ofthe Fox sitcom Martin
that ran Janu~ 27 had implied group sex, crotch grabbing, pelvic thrusts, and at least eight uses
offoul language. It was rated TV-PG.

Instead ofaccepting their responsibility to produce family-friendly programming, the networks
now expect parents to make TV viewing choices - without even giving the information parents
need to make the choices. The networks and advertisers can now use this system as an excuse if
complaints come in, saying that the public was forewarned by the ratings symbol that appears at
the beginning ofeach show.

Please do everything you can to helpr~ this country to its high moral values that we were
founded upon.

Sincerely,
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Lucille S. Salisbury
930 Marlboro Road
Lothian, Maryland 20711
April 3, 1997

Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 M Street, N.W.
Wasmngto~D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

I am writing to urge the Fedetal Communications Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines
unacceptable. The proposal by the National Association ofBroadcasters, the National Cable
Television Associatio~ and the Motion Picutre Association ofAmerica does not protect the
parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

While the legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about
the nature ofupcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate
programming for their children, the TV Parental Guidelines do not comply fully with the spirit or
letter of that provision. For example, the system does not rate program content sufficiently.
Parents need to know the degree ofa program's sexual, violence,and language content to make
informed decisions about what their children watch. Additionally, the rating icon appears too
briefly (15 seconds) before the start ofa program. Parents can easily miss it. Another concern is
that television listings are not obligated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not
have a reliable source ofadvance ratings information. Allowing commericals advertising
television programs which are unadvisable for children to be aired during programs which are
suitable for children is another practice that is not in the spirit ofthe Act, since this potentially
exposes children to harmful programming. Also, local stations can opt to change or not feature a
rating, which also infiinges on a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information.
Lastly, the Oversight Monitoring Board established to review the guidelines on a regular basis
consists entirely ofrepresentatives from the broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and
parent advocates are not represented.

As a . child advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will take my
concerns under advisement.

Sincerely, "'7
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ucille S. Salisbury
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Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

April 1, 1997
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RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55 FCC MAiLm~oau
COMMENT ON INDUSTRY PROPOSAL FOR RATING VIDEO ;g

PROGRAMMING 0 c.O
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Dear Secretary:

I am writing to say that I believe the "V-Chip" rating system put forward by the motion picture,
television and cable businesses gives parents only the vaguest idea ofthe content ofa given
television episode.

That problem is compounded by the fact that each network's producers rate their own programs,
so similar programs get very different tags. For example, the episode ofthe Fox sitcom Martin
that ran January 27 had implied group sex, crotch grabbing, pelvic thrusts, and at least eight uses
of foul language. It was rated TV-PG.

Instead ofaccepting their responsibility to produce family-friendly programming, the networks
now expect parents to make TV viewing choices - wthout even giving the information parents
~ to m!i£ the cboiCQ!!fhe networks and advertisers can now use this system as an excuse if
complaints come in, saying that the public was forewarned by the ratings symbol that appears at
the beginning ofeach show.

Please do everything you can to help return this country to its high moral values that we were
founded upon. .-

Sincerely,
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Terry Cole
General Manager

ACBS Affiliate •

April 4, 1997

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioners:
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As general manager ofWOWK television in CbarlestonIHuntington, WV, I am writing to express
how well we feel the voluntary rating system developed by the television industry is working.

Without a doubt, it appears our viewers understand the system, after just three short months of
existence. We have experienced very few telephone calls and were asked by only one school to come
and explain the concept. Our vice president ofcommunity affairs did a presentation at Tornado
Elementary School in Tornado, WV, and was extremely surprised at how knowledgeable the
students were ofthe system. Overall, at our station, the viewer feedback we have received has been
positive.

The legislative history and the law makes clear the Commission should act only ifthe industry failed
to do so. The industry has acted; it developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system that
parents in my community find useful and easy to use. It easily satisfies the requirements ofthe
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and unquestionably meets the standard of "acceptabilityt. in the
Act.

I urge the Commission to recognize the importance ofwhat the industry has done and approve the
TV Parental Guidelines.

555 Fifth Avenue, P. O. Box 13, Huntington, West Virginia 25706-0013 • Tel. (304) 525-1313 • Fax (304) 529-4910

A Service of Gateway Communications, Inc.
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RECEIVED
40th & Faraon • P.O. Box 8369 • St. Joseph, Mo. 64508 • (816) 364-2222 • Fax (816) 364-3787

April 3, 1997

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket NO. 97-55

It is my understanding that you are now evaluating the voluntary rating system that KQTV and
other stations introduced three months ago. I have read many comments from big city newspaper
columnists who claim that the TV Parental Guidelines are not working. I thought you might be
interested in the view from a typical small Midwestern television market.

When the Parental Guidelines were introduced, we explained them extensively to our audience
through appearances on such programs as our "Live at Five". In addition, we are running no
fewer than ten spot announcements each day in news broadcasts and entertainment programs
clearly explaining how the guidelines work. We also feel that virtl:laIIy every newspaper we read
here has explained the guidelines very clearly.

As ofthis morning, our station has not recieved one complaint or question concerning the TV
Parental Guidelines by letter, telephone, fax, or in personal conversations with personnel ofthe
station as they circulate in the community. We feel the system has been well accepted and is­
even at this early date - doing exceptionally well.

Here in the Midwest a common philosophy is that businesses should act voluntarily to resolve
problems responsibly. We believe that by adding the TV Parental Guidelines, we have done just
that in t fashion that appears to be working. It builds on the well established movie rating system
with which parents are very familiar. In a short time, it will be understood by everyone in our
audience.

We would like to request that you allow us to continue building on this very workable set of TV
Parental Guidelines by approving them for use in the future. Thank you for your interest in
making television even better.

Very truly y"

OhJ?1~
Jerry Condra
General Manager

web site: www.KQTv.com

f'«). oi GopiII rec'd,,,,;O~_­
UltABCDE

e-mail: kq2@KQ1V.com



Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20544

Dear Sir:

March 31, 1997
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f=CC MA\L ROOM
In regard to:

S~r~lyJi;'
AnLt:lti~
(Mrs Richard Kite)

CS Docket #97-55
Comment on Industry Proposal
for Rating Video Programing

The V-chip and new television rating system is not-the answer
for impoving quality of viewing for chilren of this nation.

Please consider the many children who don't have the kind of
parents who will monitor their TV choices.

I care about all chilren, not only the proviledged.

It would be better for ALL people young & old, if we could
CLEAN UP programing in general.

MI'. It Mrs. ......De
1302~1'I. ..~
N. Too.awanda, NY 14120-1970
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" STAD1VM DR1V£ 1'TA
244 Stabilfm Drive

lalw Ori,,"~ Ml 48360
810-693-$47$

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

April 1997

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stadium Drive PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request
the following:
'" That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor­
mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual dipiction and nudity),
and L (for language);

'" That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

'" That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

'" That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes
parents; and

'" That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,
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Rio Linda Council PTA
North Highlands, CA

4032 Alta Lorraine Way
North Highlands, CA 95660

April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rio Linda Council to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those·choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;



• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

f~~~~
Peggy Parker
President

/...!.IJ1~.. <'



March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919M Street N.W., Room 22
Washington, D.C. 20544

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair ofthe TVRating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the screen does not provide sufficient content information to allow parents to
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children..

As a parent, I want enough information on the program's content to make choices as to
what programs my children may watch. I want to know the degree ofexplicit sex or
sexual inuendo, violence and language contained within the program, I DO NOT WANT a
system that tells me the program is appropriate for certain ages. I think that is something
parents need to be able to decide, based upon their moral values and the emotioinal
maturity oftheir child (which does not always coincide with their age maturity).

I also feel that more than one rating system should be available to parents. The symbols
used to advise parents should be displayed on the screen during the entire run ofthe
program, so that even whenever a program is accessed, the rating information would be
available.

I am very concerned as to who establishes the rating system, and feel it should be
appropriately researched with parental input, to be certain it meets the needs of families.

Thank. you for this opportunity to comment on an issue I consider extremely important to
families.

Sincerely,

~1n~
~~;Leonard

12712 East 37th Terrace Court
Independence, Mo. 64055
(816) 833-3506
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tk. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission

Office of the Seaetary

1919 M Steet N.W.. Room 222

De« tk. Reed and the FCC Commission.

I am writing to let you know that I strongly dsapprove of the new Inc1lslry

Proposed Age-Based Rating System. I do not want the T.V. In<lJstry decking what is

acceptable fa" my chikten to watch. This rating system is way too vague and fails to

p"ovide parents with specific infQ"mation about the content of P"09"8ms. I strongly

lI"ge you to vote against this unwise system. We need a system that is cI..-.

p"ovicing enoug, infQ"mation to explain how much violence, sexual content, nucity

and ac1llt language a prog-am contains. The National PTA has some good

suggestions on such systems. I lI"gt you to consider requiring a more erect system to

be implemented.

Sincerely,. ~

~
Zh3 T~~ Or,
Fa\rron \(SJ AhsKo.- .

qq'lO'1 {
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'NEW JERSEY PTA
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chaimum Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 13, 1997

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
'J?er~'.... CDU»7tJ":T it to wice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system
as presented by Jtd Va1euti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient c:cmteDt information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate(Y~ panmt preferese fur a ratin8 system
that gives parents infOlDllltion about the content ofprograms where conducted by the National
PTA, u.s. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the M:edia Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what iR best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on aJRteni information about the program. Any rating system without
c-.teDt descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is requind to determine whether the industIy's rating system bas met
statutory requirements ofthe TelecomTllUDications Act of 1996. I do IIOt believe this system does
so and ask duat the FCC nat approve the industry ratia& system. Instead, I request the
following:

'Ibat UD.der 110 dramutaDces should the FCC approve the iIldUItry's ntiq sys&em.
FIu1ber, tile FCC shauld accept 118 ratlq system duat does lICIt iDdade tmf&Dt lIIformatlcm
aboat pJ'Oll'llIDl sudl as Y for Violena, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
LaDauaae;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad eaaaah that would aDow parents to
receive more tbm ODe radn& system. Further, tbat die ratillg lCOIl OIl the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placecl an ihesc~and appear more frequently during
the ccurse ofa PJ'tlll"U1;

That the ratin& board be indepencleDt of the industry and the FCC alld that it iMlade
parents. FurCber, that any ntiDg system approved by die FCC be evaluated by indepeadent
research to determine ifit meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincere!Y,~~~f ttifk
, 6' ::DWa.rS K, ell I.-n·

Norwood JJ\T t:J7' tfl
900 HeMley Avenue • IfeHtOh, New Jersey 08618

609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471
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'NEW JERSEY PTA

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

BE: CS Docket No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34

March 13, 1997

tt!m,

I= ~tiIeNaticoal PTA, tile New Jelley PTA aDd .. a mombor oftile
~ ~.:s to voice my oppositicm to the v-cbip rating syatem

~~VOIOIIIi;Utile1VRaIiDg~Oroup,OIlJan. 17,1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released tbisfall which demonstrate ov-erwhelming pmm. prefaerwefor a rating system
that gives parents information about the content ofprograms where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~1edia Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on aIIltem information about the program. Any rating system without
COIltent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carIY TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is requiIed to determine whether the industrYs rating system has met
statutoJ:y IeqUiIemeots ofthe TeleoommuoicationB Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so ami ask that the FCC not .pprave the iJubutry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

'I'hat UDder ... dramutaJKes should the FCC apprave the incbutry's ntia& system.
Fartber, die FCC sb8uId acCept DO ndDg system dlat does IIOt indude q ...t bltormadaD
abcJat procnms such as Yfor Violena, S for Semaldep~and nudity and L for
L.....e;

That the FCC require. V -chip hand broad enauab that wauld allow parents to
receive more dian. one nUnc system. Further, dlat Che nttng tam OIl the TV lereeD be
made Jarcer, more pnunineatly placecl OIl die screen. and appear more frequently duriq
tile course ofaprvanm;

That the ntin& board be indepmctent of the industry and the FCC and that it tndade
pareats. Furdler, that lID)' rating system .ppraved by the FCC be evaluated by inciependeDt
researdl to deten:nille if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you tOr this opportunity to comment on an issue 80 important to children and
families.

900 BetKeleyAvenue • 1renton, New Jersey 08618
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Comrmmirations Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

March 13, 1997

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member oftbe
~~ J..,b1d Prj/} to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
88 preseoted by Jack V~&ir oftbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwbe1Jnin8 patet1t prefenml::e for a rating system
that gives pa.nmts information about the content ofprogmms where conducted by the Natioual
PTA, u.s. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the :Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Patents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contem information about the program. Any rating system without
caatent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carIY TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met
statutoIy requiremems of the TelecomTlUJDicatioDs Act of1996. I do IIOt believe this system does
so and ask that die FCC not approve tile industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
following:

That tmder DO drauDltaIu:es should the FCC approve the industry's ratiD& system.
Fm1ber, tile FCC should accept DO ratln& system that does DOt IDdacIe.....t iDformaUaa
about proerams such a. Yfor Violence, S for Somal depictm and nudity and L for
Lanauage.

That tile FCC require a V-chip band broad --ah that wauld allaw parents to
receive more tbaft ODe ratln& system. Ful1ber, dlat die ratlD& lam on. the TV Knell be
made larger, more prominently placed 011. the screen. and appear more frequently durin&
die course ofa proaram;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC ."d that it iItchIde
parents. Fw1ber, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by indepeadeat
research to determine ifit meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to childIen and
families.

SioooIely,.~ ~. 6~_
f}V.

tla.-eke-n S~lie~~q:-remoi'N:'fe:{86IS
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Cormmmications Commission
1919 M 81. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear ChaimlanHundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 13, 1997

~1DI~~~theNotiooa1PTA.~New~PTA andua.~ofthe
,., ~ n~ to VOICe my oppos1tioD to the v-cb.ip rating system
as 1y Jack Va1enti, chair ofihe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient c.-u information so that
pamots can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progmmmjna for their cb.ildnm. :Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a mtins system
that gives puents information about the content ofprograms where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IRoper. Parents do not
want the TV Industty to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on amtem information about the program. Any mting system without
c:aateDt descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cauy TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industIy's rating system bas met
statutoIy requirements ofthe TelecoTDImmications Act of 1996. I do I10t believe tbb system does
so mel ask that the FCC not approve the industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDAler 110 dramutaD£es should the FCC appnve the industry's ratiq system.
Fur1ber, tile FCC shauld accept DO ratlq system that does JlGt iDdude gmtmt iIlfol'llUltkm.
about pl'O&J'llml such al Yfor ViolelK:e, S for SeIWII clepietioll and _dity and L for
L.......;

That the FCC require a V-chip bmel broad eJIOIIIb. that would allow parents to
receive more dum. one ratina system. Further, dlat die radD& kDlon the TV KI"MIl be
made larger, mo:n prominently pbu:ecl 011 die SCnell. and appear more frequently during
the course ofa prolJ'lllll;

That the ratin& board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it btdade
parents. Fw1ber, that lIDy rating system appraved by the FCC be evaluated by iDdepeadeDt
researdl to determiDe if it meets the needs ofpa:nnts.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so llnportant to children and
families.

Sincaely,1du.JJf.J.4 I

Y':J 7 )Je.,w C7e,rsey llY_. -
"':jndA u r~B-t!iL .l~ i tZ 08618

609· 393-6709 Fax 609· 393-8471



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioncrs
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

BE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the District PTA to voice our opposition to the
V--chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA.. U.S News
and World Report. and Media.Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carty TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language)~

• That the FCC require a V--chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen. and
appear more frequently during the course of a program~

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents~ and

• That any rating system approvedby the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

<-~~~
Pocatello, Idaho



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioncrs
c/o Fcdcra1 Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

0: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

We arc writing on behalfof the National PrA and the District PrAto voice our opposition to the
V~hip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PrA. U.S News
and World Report, and Media.Studies Center!Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themsclves based on content
information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V~hip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

S~~1A._./·t..
-t7~

Pocatello, Idaho



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W" Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Buena Vista 001 PTA in Walnut Creek,
California to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. T e rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that p rents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major urveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelrriing parent preference for a rating syste that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National TA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want he TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choi es themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without co tent descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is usele. s.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industr 's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.1 I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating syste .. Instead, we request the
follOWing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve th industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that do not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual de ktion and nudity) ·and L (for

language); ( =:;>~'7(;; ~.~~ .

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that \\ ould allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, m prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry an the FCC and that it include
parents; and

'.."".'
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ortant to children and families.Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so .

• That apy rating system approved by the FCC be evaluat d by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.
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April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Murchison Middle School, Austin, TX PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, the following is requested:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);
2. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;
3. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;
4. That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated byj~t research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue soi~ children and families.

/J;elY~

~
President
Murchison Middle School PTA
Austin, TX

•
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Ap r i 1 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the New York
State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. We heard from Mr. Valenti at our National PTA
Legislative Conference in March. He presented his arguments
most convincingly, but our opinions have not changed. We
request the following:


